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were dismissed qua some of the landowners whereas being partly allowed in

favour of the remaining landowners.

3. Brief  facts  of  the  case  are  that  some  land  owned  by  the

landowner(s),  situated in the revenue estate of Village Lal Bai, (the then

Tehsil  Gidderbaha),  District  Sri  Muktsar  Sahib,  was  acquired  vide

notifications  both  dated  31.08.2007,  issued  under  Sections  4  &  6

respectively,  of  the  1894  Act,  for  the  public  purpose,  namely,  for

“construction  of  Lal  Bai  Link  drain”.  The  Land  Acquisition  Collector

(hereinafter referred to as “LAC”) vide award dated 05.06.2009, assessed

the market value of the acquired land @ Rs.3 lakhs per acre besides all other

statutory benefits under the 1894 Act.

4. Dissatisfied  with  the  award  passed  by  the  Land  Acquisition

Collector, the appellant(s)-landowner(s) filed separate reference petition(s)

under Section 18 of  the  1894 Act  and the  learned Reference Court  vide

decision dated 28.03.2012, dismissed the claim qua some of the landowners

whereas enhanced the market value of the acquired land @ Rs.6 lacs per

acre for the remaining landowners along with granting all other statutory

benefits under the 1894 Act.

5. Aggrieved  of the  aforesaid  award  passed  by  the  learned

Reference Court, the appellant(s)-landowner(s) preferred the appeals, details

whereof are mentioned in the footnote of this judgment.

6. I have heard learned counsel for the parties and gone through the

paper book.

7. A perusal of record shows that in the present case the acquisition

was carried out for the public purpose namely, “for construction of Lal Bai
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Link drain”.  For the said purpose, the land forming part  of  two revenue

estates  of  Villages  namely,  Lal  Bai   &  Abul  Khurana,  the  then  Tehsil

Gidderbaha, District Sri Muktsar Sahib, was acquired vide notification dated

31.08.2007 issued under Section 4 read with Section 17(4) of the 1894 Act,

followed by an award dated 05.06.2009 passed by the LAC under Section 11

of the 1894 Act and the market value was assessed @ Rs.3 lakh per acre for

the revenue estate of village Lal Bai, whereas, a sum of Rs.6 lakhs per acre

was assessed for the revenue estate of Village Abul Khurana. 

7.1. On the record, it was established through the deposition of RW-1,

namely,  Mr.  Rupinder  Singh,  SDO  Drainage  Construction  Division,

Gidderbaha that the acquired land forming part of revenue estate of village

Lal Bai was located on the Abul Khurna-Lal Bai, pucca road. This fact was

further corroborated by the site plan (Ex.P-2) proved/produced on record by

the appellant(s)-landowner(s). As such, in view of the finding that the land

parcels forming part of the two revenue estates of villages Lal Bai and Abul

Khurana possessed similar locational and potential advantage, the learned

Reference Court re-assessed the market value of the acquired land forming

part of revenue estate of village Lal Bai at par with what was awarded for

the land forming part of  village Abul Khurana, i.e. @ Rs.6 lakhs per acre.

No  other  substantial  material  has  been  brought  on  record  so  as  to

substantiate the claim towards further enhancement of market value of the

acquired land.

8. In view of the discussion made herein above, the findings recorded

by the learned Reference Court being based on proper appreciation of the

pleadings  and  the  evidence  available  on  record,  thus,  calls  for  no
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interference. Consequently, the appeals filed at the instance of appellant(s)-

landowner(s) are hereby dismissed.

9. Further, in case of unfortunate demise of any of the landowners, if

the  legal  heir(s)-legal  representative(s)  have not  been brought  on record,

they shall be entitled for filing exemption applications in their own names

being legal heirs or legal representatives of the deceased-landowners; subject

of course to any testamentary document created by the deceased.

10. Pending application, if any, also stands disposed of.

20.04.2026     (HARKESH MANUJA)
sonika JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned: Yes/No
Whether reportable: Yes/ No
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